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Hon. Reed Hunt, Chairman 1~,C'
Federal Communications Commission { COp.,
1919 M Street, N. W. 1""0;-;"
Washington, D. C. 20554 ;161~

Dear Chairman Hunt:

Gt...J· ..1..( , 1996

EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

I am deeply concerned about the new "rating system" for TV programming, to be
developed by the television industry or FCC for use in conjunction with a "V-Chip."

A "V-Chip" and rating system must NOT be an excuse for the TV industry to shift
responsibility for establishing and enforcing sound program standards offofits own shoulders
onto the shoulders of beleaguered parents OR for the FCC to not enforce the broadcast
indecency law -- which, as you know, was again recently upheld by the Federal courts.

Opinion polls have repeatedly shown that a large majority of the population are
concerned about the glut of sex, violence and vulgarity on TV. A primary part of this concern
is the effect on children and youth. But large numbers of adults are also personally offended
and do not feel that TV shows represent their own values.

The TVindustry says it is giving the public what it wants and that programming merely
reflects reality. But opinion polls and statements from prominent liberal and conservative
spokespersons show that most people do not want a steady diet of gratuitous sex, violence
and vulgarity on TV, either for themselves or their children.

Nor does TV reflect "reality" for the vast majority of the American people who, unlike
all too many TV characters and guests on daytime talk shows, are not jumping from bed to
bed with just about anyone other than a spouse OR engaging in one violent or antisocial act
after the other OR constantly cursing OR going through life without any need for God. Even
many "reality-based" programs are more fiction than fact.

Not that all TVprogramming is offensive or harmful. But, all too often, the TVindustry
serves its own interests, rather than the public interest. and reflects as "reality" the lifestyles
and values of a small percentage of amoral or totally depraved individuals, rather than
community st8ndardsand values. Ratings and a "V-Chip " may havetheicJ1/a.cB.. but not to
"identify" a steady stream of cultural sewage packaged as TV "entertainment." The answer
to this type of programming is to curb it at its source.

It has also been brought to my attention that Congress has instructed the FCC, "in
consultation with appropriate public interest groups, " to determine if rules established by the
TV industry for rating TV programming are acceptable and, if not acceptable, to work with
"appropriate public interest groups" in order to establish its own rating system.

In either case, I urge you to include Morality in Media [212-870-32221 as one of the
"public interest groups." Founded in 1962, this national, interfaith organization has been at
the forefront of efforts to uphold standards of decency on radio and TV.

Sincerely,

7Jt~,)J~~
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Dear Chairman Hunt:

I am deeply concerned about the new "rating system" for TV programming, to be
developed by the television industry or FCC for use in conjunction with a "V-Chip."

A "V-Chip" and rating system must NOT be an excuse for the TV industry to shift
responsibility for establishing and enforcing sound program standards offofits own shoulders
onto the shoulders of beleaguered parents OR for the FCC to not enforce the broadcast
indecency law -- which, as you know, was again recently upheld by the Federal courts.

Opinion polls have repeatedly shown that a large majority of the population are
concerned about the glut of sex, violence and vulgarity on TV. A primary part of this concern
is the effect on children and YQuth. But large numbers of adults are also personally offended
and do not feerthat TV shows represent their own values.

The TV industry says it is giving the public what it wants and that programming merely
reflects reality. But opinion polls and statements from prominent liberal and conservative
spokespersons show that most people do not want a steady diet of gratuitous sex, violence
and vulgarity on T\I, either for themselves or their children.

Nor does TV reflect "reality" for the vast majority of the American people who, unlike
all too many TV characters and guests on daytime talk shows, are notjumping from bed to
bed with just about anyone other than a spouse OR engaging in one violent or antisocial act
after the other OR constantly cursing OR going through life without any need for God. Even
many "reaNty-based" programs are more fiction than fact.

Not that all TVprogramming is offensive or harmful. But, all too often, the TVindustry
serves its own interests, rather than the public interest, and reflects as "reality" the lifestyles
and values of a small percentage of amoral or totally depraved individuals, rather than
communitJL .tandards8J1d v8lues. Ratings and a "V-Chip " may havetheirpJace, but not to
"identify" a steady stream of cultural sewage packaged as TV "entertainment." The answer
to this type of programming is to curb it at its source.

It has also been brought to my attention that Congress has instructed the FCC, "in
consultation with aPPropriate public interest group$. " to determine if rules established by the
TV industry for rating TV programming are acceptable and, if not acceptable, to work with
"appropriate public interest groups" in order to establish its own rating system.

In either case, I urge you to include Morality in Media [212-870-32221 as one of the
"public interest groups." Founded in 1962, this national, interfaith organization has been at
the forefront of efforts to uphold standards of~1Y on radio and TV.

Sincerely, jL rUd- f'
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I am deeply concerned about the new "rating system" for TV programming, to be
developed by the television industry or FCC for use in conjunction with a "V-Chip."

A "V-Chip" and rating system must NOT be an excuse for the TV industry to shift
responsibility for establishing and enforcing soundprogram standards offofits own shoulders
onto the shoulders of beleaguered parents OR for the FCC to not enforce the broadcast
indecency law -- which, as you know, was again recently upheld by the Federal courts.

Opinion polls have repeatedly shown that a large majority of the population are
concerned about the glut of sex, violence and vulgarity on TV. A primary part of this concern
is the effect on children and youth. But large numbers of adults are also personally offended
and do not feel that TV shows represent their own values.

The TV industry says it is giving the public what it wants and that programming merely
reflects reality. But opinion polls and statements from prominent liberal and conservative
spokespersons show that most people do not want a steady diet of gratuitous sex, violence
and vulgarity on TV, either for themselves or their children.

Nor does TV reflect "reality" for the vast majority of the American people who, unlike
all too many TV characters and guests on daytime talk shows, are not jumping from bed to
bed with just about anyone other than a spouse OR engaging in one violent or antisocial act
after the other OR constantly cursing OR going through life without any need for God. Even
many "reality-based" programs are more fiction than fact. .

Not that all TVprogramming is offensive or harmful. But, all too often, the TV industry
serves its own interests, rath@r than the public interest, and reflects as "reality" the lifestyles
and values of a small percentage of amoral or totally depraved individuals, rather than
commuRifystllndardsand values. Ratings and a "V-Chip" may havethEirplal:e,but not to
"identify" a steady stream of cultural sewage packaged as TV "entertainment." The answer
to this type of programming is to curb it at its source.

It has also been brought to my attention that Congress has instructed the FCC, "in
consultation with appropriate public interest groups, " to determine if rules established by the
TV industry for rating TV programming are acceptable and, if not acceptable, to work with
"appropriate public interest groups" in order to establish its own rating system.

In either case, I urge you to include Morality in Media {212-870-32221 as one of the
"public interest groups." Founded in 1962, this national, interfaith organization has been at
the forefront of efforts to uphold standards of decency on radio and TV.

Sincerely,
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I am deeply concerned about the new "rating system" for TV programming,
developed by the television industry or FCC for use in conjunction with a "V-Chip. "

~------

A "V-Chip " and rating system must NO T be an excuse for the TV industry to shift
responsibility for establishing and enforcing sound program standards offofits own shoulders
onto the shoulders of beleaguered parents OR for the FCC to not enforce the broadcast
indecency law -- which, as you know, was again recently upheld by the Federal courts.

Opinion polls have repeatedly shown that a large majority of the population are
concerned about the glut of sex, violence and vulgarity on TV. A primary part of this concern
is the effect on children and youth. But large numbers of adults are also personally offended
and do not feel that TV shows represent their own values.

The TV industry says it is giving the public what it wants and that programming merely
reflects reality. But opinion polls and statements from prominent liberal and conservative
spokespersons show that most people do not want a steady diet of gratuitous sex, violence
and vulgarity on T\I, either for themselves or their children.

Nor does TV reflect "reality" for the vast majority of the American people who, unlike
all too many TV characters and guests on daytime talk shows, are not jumping from bed to
bed with just about anyone other than a spouse OR engaging in one violent or antisocial act
after the other OR constantly cursing OR going through life without any need for God. Even
many "reality-based" programs are more fiction than fact.

Not that all TVprogramming is offensive or harmful. But, all too often, the TV industry
serves its own interests, rather than the public interest, and reflects as "reality" the lifestyles
and values of a small percentage of amoral or totally depraved individuals, rather than
eommunitystandanJs-and values. Ratings and a "V-Chip " may hfws~ place, but mJt to
"identify" a steady stream of cultural sewage packaged as TV "entertainment." The answer
to this type of programming is to curb it at its source.

It has also been brought to my attention that Congress has instructed the FCC, "in
consultation with If!POropriate public interest groups, " to determine if rules established by the
TV industry for rating TV programming are acceptable and, if not acceptable, to work with
"appropriate public interest groups" in order to establish its own rating system.

In either case,-I urge you to include Morality in Media [212-870-3222J as one of the
"public interest groups." Founded in 1962, this national, interfaith organization has been at
the forefront of efforts to uphold standards of decency on radio and TV.

Sincerely,
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I am deeply concerned about the new "rating system" for TV programming, to be
developed by the television industry or FCC for use in conjunction with a "V-Chip."

A "V-Chip" and rating system must NOT be an excuse for the TV industry to shift
responsibility for establishing and enforcing soundprogram standards offofits own shoulders
onto the shoulders of beleaguered parents OR for the FCC to not enforce the broadcast
indecency law -- which, as you know, was again recently upheld by the Federal courts.

Opinion polls have repeatedly shown that a large majority of the population are
concerned about the glut of sex, violence and vulgarity on TV. A primary part of this concern
is the effect on children and youth. But large numbers of adults are also personally offended
and do not feel that TV shows represent their own values.

The TV industry says it is giving the public what it wants and that programming merely
reflects reality. But opinion polls and statements from prominent liberal and conservative
spokespersons show that most people do not want a steady diet of gratuitous sex, violence
and vulgarity on T\I, either for themselves or their children.

Nor does TV reflect "reality" for the vast majority of the American people who, unlike
all too many TV characters and guests on daytime talk shows, are not jumping from bed to
bed with just about anyone other than a spouse OR engaging in one violent or antisocial act
after the other OR constantly cursing OR going through life without any need for God. Even
many "reality-based" programs are more fiction than fact.

Not that all TVprogramming is offensive or harmful. But, all too often, the TV industry
serves its own interests, rather than the public interest, and reflects as "reality" the lifestyles
and values of a small percentage of amoral or totally depraved individuals, rather than
communitystandareJs and values. Ratings and a "V-Chip" D1aJI haY-Btheir.p1aI;e__ but not1D
"identify" a steady stream of cultural sewage packaged as TV "entertainment." The answer
to this type of programming is to curb it at its source.

It has also been brought to my attention that Congress has instructed the FCC, "in
consultation with aDQropriate public interest groups, " to determine if rules established by the
TV industry for rating TV programming are acceptable and, if not acceptable, to work with
"aDPropriate public interest groups" in order to establish its own rating system.

In either case, I urge you to include Morality in Media [212-870-32221 as one of the
"public interest groups." Founded in 1962, this national, interfaith organization has been at
the forefront of efforts to uphold standards of decency on radio and TV.

Andrew A Castagfila
254W Hill Rd
Vestal NY 13850-6105
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Dear Chairman Hunt:

I am deeply concerned about the new "rating system" for TV programming, to be
developed by the television industry or FCC for use in conjunction with a "V-Chip."

A "V-Chip" afJd rating system must NOT be an excuse tor the TV industry to shift
responsibility for e/Jtsblishing and enforcing soundprogram standards offofits own shoulders
onto the shoulders of beleaguered parents OR for the FCC to not enforce the broadcast
indecency law -- which, as you know, was again recently upheld by the Federal courts.

Opinion polls have repeatedly shown that a large majority of the population are
concerned about the glut of sexi violence and vulgarity on TV. A primary part of this concern
is the effect on children and youth. But large numbers of adults are also personally offended
and do not feel that TV shows represent their own values.

The TV industry says it is giving the public what it wants and that programming merely
reflects reality. But opinion polls and statements from prominent iiberal and conservative
spokespersons show that most people do not want a steady diet of gratuitous sexi violence
and vulgarity on TV, either for themselves or their children.

Nor does TVreflect "reality" for the vast majority of the American people who, unlike
all too many TV characters and guests on daytime talk shows, are not jumping from bed to
bed with just about anyone other than a spouse OR engaging in one violent or antisocial act
after the other OR constantly cursing OR going through life without any need for God. Even
many "reality-based" programs are more fiction than fa.cr.

Not that all TVprogramming is offensive orharmful. But, all too often, the TVindustry
serves its own interests, rather than the public interest., and reflects as "reality II the lifestyles
and values of a small percentage of amoral or totally depraved individualsi rather than

. communit.¥-standacd.s.ami !lslues. EatingsJJod a ."V-.Chip_"-. may bav.e_t~}(.pfACJJ.,.._bJ.J,tt'-OL(o

riidentify" a steady stream ofcultural sewage packaged as TV "entertainment. It The answer
to this type of programming is to curb it at its source.

It has also been brought to my attention that Congress has instructed the FCC, "in
consultation with a,DRfQPriate PUblic interest groups, " to determine if rules established by the
TV industry for rating TV progtamming are acceptable and, if not acceptable, to work with
"appropriate public interest grQ$!Ps" in order to establish its own rating system.

In either case, I urge y04J to include Morality in Media [212-870-32221 as one of the
"Public interest groups." Founded in 1962, this national, interfaith organization has been at
the forefront of efforts to uphold standards of decency on radio and TV.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Hunt:

I am deeply concerned about the new "rating system" for TV programming, to be
developed by the television industry or FCC for use in conjunction with a "V-Chip."

A "V-Chip" and rating system must NOT be an excuse for the TV industry to shift
responsibility for establishing and enforcing soundprogram standards offofits own shoulders
onto the shoulders of beleaguered parents OR for the FCC to not enforce the broadcast
indecency law -- which, as you know, was again recently upheld by the Federal courts.

Opinion polls have repeatedly shown that a large majority of the population are
concerned about the glut of sex, violence and vulgarity on TV. A primary part of this concern
is the effect on children and youth. But large numbers ofadults are also personally offended
and do not feel that TV shows represent their own values.

The TVindustry says it is giving the public what it wants and that programming merely
reflects reality. But opinion polls and statements from prominent liberal and conservative
spokespersons show that most people do not want a steady diet of gratuitous sex, violence
and vulgarity on TV, either for themselves or their children.

Nor does TV reflect "reality" for the vast majority of the American people who, unlike
all too many TV characters and guests on daytime talk shows, are not jumping from bed to
bed with just I)bout anyone other than a spouse OR engaging in one violent or antisocial act
after the other OR constantly cursing OR going through life without any need for God. Even
many "reality-based" programs are more fiction than fact.

Not that all TVprogramming is offensive or harmful. But, all too often, the TV industry
serves its own interests, rather than the public interest, and reflects as "reality" the lifestyles
and values of a small percentage of amoral or totally depraved individuals, rather than
communitystWldards and values. Ratings and a "V-Chip" may have their place, but not to
"identify" a steady stream of cultural sewage packaged as TV "entertainment." The answer
to this type of programming is to curb it at its source.

It has also been brought to my attention that Congress has instructed the FCC, "in
consultation with 8o,Dropriate public interest groups, " to determine if rules established by the
TV industry for rating TV programming are acceptable and, if not acceptable, to work with
"aDPropriate public interest groups" in order to establish its own rating system.

In either case, I urge you to include Morality in Media [212-870-32221 as one of the
"public interest qrOL(Ds." Founded in 1962, this national, interfaith organization has been at
the forefront of efforts to uphold standards of decency on radio and TV.

Sincerely,

No. G' "
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Hon. Reed Hunt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hunt:

I am deeply concerned about the new "rating system" for TV programming, to be
developed by the television industry or FCC for use in conjunction with a "V-Chip."

A "V-Chip " and rating system must NOT be an excuse for the TV industry to shift
responsibility for establishing and enforcing soundprogram standards offofits own shoulders
onto the shoulders of beleaguered parents OR fQr the FCC to nQt enforce the brQadcast
indecency law -- which, as you know, was again recently upheld by the Federal courts.

Opin/tln polls have repeatedly shown that a large majority of the population are
concerned .out the glut ofsex, violence and vulgarity on TV. A primary part of this concern
is the effect Qn children and youth. But large numbers of adults are also personally offended
and do not feel that TV shows represent their own values.

The TV industry says it is giving the public what it wants and that prQgramming merely
reflects reality. But opinion polls and statements from prQminent liberal and conservative
spokespersons show that most people do not want a steady diet of gratuitous sex, violence
and vulgarity Qn T\I, either for themselves or their children.

Nor does TV reflect "reality" for the vast majority of the American peQple who, unlike
all too many TV characters and guests on daytime talk shows, are !1S11.jumping from bed to
bed with just about anyone other than a spouse OR engaging in one violent or antisocial act
after the ot. OR constantly cursing OR going through life without any need for God. Even
many "realiltJ-based" programs are more fictiQn than fact.

NQt .tall TVprogramming is offensive or harmful. But, all tQO often, the TVindustry
serves its Q. interests, rath" than the public interest. and reflects as "reality" the lifestyles
and values (If a small percentage of amoral or totally depraved individuals, rather than
community Mandards and values. Ratings and a "V-Chip " may have their place, but not to
"identify" a ~,eady stream of cultural sewage packaged as TV "entertainment. If The answer
to this type" programming is to curb it at its source.

It ha/lffJlso been brought to my attention that Congress has instructed the FCC, "in
c n I nih ri Ii in r r s" to determine if rules established by the
TV industry r rating TV programming are acceptable and, if not acceptable, to work with
"apprQPriate.ublic interest qfOuDs" in order to establish its own rating system.

In eit.r case, I urge you to include Morality in Media [212-870-32221 as one of the
"public inter.t qroUIJlr" Founded in 1962, this national, interfaith organization has been at
the forefront'of efforts to uphold standards of decency on radio and TV.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Hunt:
N

I am deeply concerned about the new "rating system" for TV programiniflg, {j. be
developed by the television industry or FCC for use in conjunction with a "V-Chip."

A "V-Chip" and rating system must NOT be an excuse for the TV industry to iiHft
responsibility for establishing and enforcing sound program standards offofits own shoulders
onto the shoulders of beleaguered parents OR for the FCC to not enforce the broadcast
indecency law -- which, as you know, was again recently upheld by the Federal courts.

Opinion polls have repeatedly shown that a large majority of the population are
concerned about the glut of sex, violence and vulgarity on TV. A primary part of this concern
is the effect on children and youth. But large numbers of adults are also personally offended
and do not feel that TV shows represent their own values.

The TV industry says it is giving the public what it wants and that programming merely
reflects reality. But opinion polls and statements from prominent liberal and conservative
spokespersons show that most people do not want a steady diet of gratuitous sex, violence
and vul,.rity on TV, either for themselves or their children.

Nor does TV reflect "reality" for the vast majority of the American people who, unlike
all too many TV characters and guests on daytime talk shows, are not jumping from bed to
bed with just about anyone other than a spouse OR engaging in one violent or antisocial act
after the other OR constantly cursing OR going through life without any need for God. Even
many "reality-based" programs are more fiction than fact.

Not that all TVprogramming is offensive or harmful. But, all too often, the TVindustry
serves its own interests, rather than the public interest, and reflects as "reality" the lifestyles
and val; of a small percentage of amoral or totally depraved individuals, rather than
comm~ .standards-and va/uss. Ratings and a "V-Chip"may have their p/ace.,but-not t.o
"identify" a steady stream of cultural sewage packaged as TV "entertainment." The answer
to this trpe of programming is to curb it at its source.

~. has also been brought to my attention that Congress has instructed the FCC, "in
cons I n with a ro riate ublic in erest rou s "to determine if rules established by the
TV indlry for rating TV programming are acceptable and, if not acceptable, to work with
"approtJ1jlte public interest groups" in order to establish its own rating system.

,-either case, I urge you to include Morality in Media [212-870-32221 as one of the
"Ii "st rou S." Founded in 1962, this national, interfaith organization has been at
the for: nt of efforts to uphold standards of decency on radio and TV,
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Sincerely,

<r~~\~
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Mr. John J. Leitner
9 possum RIdge Rd.

NewtoWn, CT 06470-1712
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Reed Hunt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 814
Washington, DC 20554
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I am not an inveterate letter writer - indeed, I have never written to the
Commission before - but I have become so concemed about the effect television
programming on our children that I must speak out.

Television spectrum space is a national resource. It belongs to the people, the
way clean air and fresh water do. It is not the property of any corporation, to be
used in unfettered free-market competition for dollars. The people, through
their government, have a right to see that their resources are kept clean and used
for their larger benefit.

Subjecting children to violent cartoons, perverted talk shows, sexually
exploitative sit-coms, and manipulative hard-sell commercials is not in the best
interest of America's families.

Free speech among adults is to be supported, but one-way speech from self­
interested advertisers to children is not a sacred American principle. Free
entetprise is to be supported, but entrepreneurs are not to commandeer a public
resource for corporate gain without regard for the public welfare.

I am writing to urge the Commission to strengthen the guidelines for the
Children's Television Act of 1990 (MM No. 93-48), and to urge you to do all in
your power to restore a wholesomeness to television programming.

Daniel L. Metzger
6960 Streamview
Lambertville, MI 48144

(313) 8S6-3678

No, of Copies rec'd,__O__
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Dear Chairman Hunt:
EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

I am deeply concerned about the new "rating system" for TV programming, to be
developed by the television industry or FCC for use in conjunction with a "V-Chip."

A "V-Chip" and rating system must NOT be an excuse for the TV industry to shift
responsibility for establishing and enforcing soundprogram standards offofits own shoulders
onto the shoulders of beleaguered parents OR for the FCC to not enforce the broadcast
indecency law -- which, as you know, was again recently upheld by the Federal courts.

Opinion polls have repeatedly shown that a large majority of the population are
concerned about the glut of sex, violence and vulgarity on TV. A primary part of this concern
is the effect on children and youth. But large numbers of adults are also personally offended
and do not feel that TV shows represent their own values.

The TVindustry says it is giving the public what it wants and that programming merely
reflects reality. But opinion polls and statements from prominent liberal and conservative
spokespersons show that most people do not want a steady diet of gratuitous sex, violence
and vulgarity on TV, either for themselves or their children.

Nor does TV reflect "reality" for the vast majority of the American people who, unlike
all too many TV characters and guests on daytime talk shows, are not jumping from bed to
bed with just about anyone other than a spouse OR engaging in one violent or antisocial act
after the other OR constantly cursing OR going through life without any need for God. Even
many "reality-based" programs are more fiction than fact.

Not that all TVprogramming is offensive or harmful. But, all too often, the TVindustry
serves its own interests, rather than the public interest, and reflects as "reality" the lifestyles
and values of a small percentage of amoral or totally depraved individuals, rather than
community standards and ~fJs. Ratings ;mda "V-Chip" mayhav.etbeir.pLace,.butnot to
"identify" a steady stream of cultural sewage packaged as TV "entertainment." The answer
to this type of programming is to curb it at its source.

It has also been brought to my attention that Congress has instructed the FCC, "in
consultation with appropriate public interest groups," to determine if rules established by the
TV industry for rating TV programming are acceptable and, if not acceptable, to work with
"aooropriate public interest groups" in order to establish its own rating system.

In either case, I urge you to include Morality in Media {212-870-3222] as one of the
"public interest groups." Founded in 1962, this national, interfaith organization has been at
the forefront of efforts to uphold standards of decency on radio and TV.
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